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Commissioner for Patents 

An IDS filed on 5/7/2009 has been considered by the Examiner. 

Examiner would like to correct the Evidence Relied upon to be reviewed on Appeal for all Claims. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

A) . Lert Jr. et al. U.S. Patent # 4,230,990 

B) . Aberson et al. U.S. Patent # 5,732,193 

C) . Chowdhury et al. U.S. Patent # 6,026,439 

D) . Lai etal. U.S. Patent #6,006,183 

E) Brouwer et al. U.S. Patent # 6,279,124 

Examiner would like Clarify the record for all Grounds of Rejection to the be reviewed on Appeal for all Claims. 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claims 1-4,6-8,1 1-13,16-19,22-23,26,3 l-34,37-39,42-44,47-50,52-55,58,59,are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Lert Jr. et al. U.S. Patent # 4,230,990 (hereinafter Lertl). 

Claims 20,21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lertl in view of Aberson et al. U.S. Patent # 5,732,193 
(hereinafter Aberson). 

Claims 24,25,27,28,51,56 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lertl in view of Chowdhury et al. 
U.S. Patent # 6,026,439 
(hereinafter Chowdhury). 

Claims 9,10,14,15,40,41,45 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lert et al. in view of Lai et al. 
U.S. Patent # 6,006,183 (hereinafter Lai). 

Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lertl and Chowdhury et al. as applied to claims 27, and 
further in view of Brouwer et al. U.S. Patent # 6,279,124 (hereinafter Brouwer). 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lertl in view of Brouwer et al. U.S. Patent # 6,279,124 
(hereinafter Brouwer). 
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